In Belgium, France and the Netherlands, state-induced punishments were inflicted on collaborators with the German occupation. In this article, Boer collaboration with the British is explored by recounting the careers of three high-profile officers of the Winburg commando, Commandants Harry Theunissen, Fanie Vilonel and Gerrie van der Merwe.
Introduction
In the months following the liberation of Belgium, France and the Netherlands, there was a powerful movement to exact speedy and severe retribution on those who had collaborated with the Germans occupying their countries. Swiftness was achieved by the use of 'transitional justice', which violated some of the basic canons of jurisprudence; severity by combining imprisonment with other sanctions including fines, confiscation of goods, residential restrictions, police supervision, exclusion from certain occupations and loss of nationality. State-induced punishments were suffered by 80 000 people in Belgium, 130 000 in France and 110 000 in the Netherlands. 1 The draconian measures stigmatised those acted against to such an extent that their children continued to pay the price of their parents' transgressions. The stance he adopted did not affect the esteem in which he was held within the Boer community, as is evident from his continued service on the Winburg church c o u n c i l , w h e r e h e w a s t h e l e a d i n g p r o p o n e n t o f t h e e s t a b l i s h m e n t o f a s e p a r a t e congregation at Smaldeel. In 1909 he was the chairman, and Van Heyningen the secretary, of a meeting at Smaldeel, which led, in time, to the implementation of this project. On 19 May 1910 a separate congregation was finally achieved and the first church council of four elders and eight deacons was elected, including Helgaard Theunissen and at least three other members whose wartime activities were, shall we say, suspect. In 1915, in the wake of a rebellion led by irreconcilables from the Anglo-Boer War, Theunissen was appointed to the office of church elder. In tandem with the striving for a separate congregation, moves were also afoot for the proclamation of a new township based on the Smaldeel siding. In this matter too, Theunissen was a key player.
On 13 September 1907 the new town was proclaimed and was named Theunissen in his honour.
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Fanie Vilonel
Before the war, Stephanus Gerhardus (Fanie) Vilonel was a law agent and auctioneer and served as town clerk of Senekal. As an educated and wealthy man and, moreover, an In January 1902, Vilonel wrote to President Steyn threatening active intervention:
If you wish to proceed with the needless continuance of a devastating war, which can only result in the total decline and destruction of your own people, making ex-burghers of both Republics into hewers of wood and drawers of water, you will be the cause that I and other ex-officers and burghers take up arms against you in civil war, to thus accelerate the end. Vilonel, who became mayor in the following year, served on the council without interruption until his death in 1918.
Gerrie van der Merwe
As has been shown, Gert Stephanus (Gerrie) van der Merwe was a Senekal field-cornet, At Jammersberg, the new commandant was involved in a shoot-out with Major The role of Van der Merwe in the Brandwater Basin surrender is more obscure. His own account of his actions reads as follows:
Although I was at first firmly resolved to escape, I thought that as the Senekal commando, which fell under Winburg, had also been surrendered, I would get into trouble if I did not surrender. I was afraid that if the enemy subsequently caught me, they would deport me for seven or eight years. Apart from that, there was no longer much chance of escape as we were virtually surrounded. I was also fairly dispirited. Yet if I had known that I had the right to escape, I would probably have tried to do so. At first I refused to surrender but later I did it on the advice of Generals Roux and Crowther.
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In contrast to Van der Merwe's view that there was little chance of escape, General
Archibald Hunter expressed surprise that the Boers ever thought of surrendering as, in his view, their military situation did not justify it. 60 Lieutenant Gerrit Boldingh, a Dutch volunteer with the Free State forces, found it disturbing that although the terms of the (unconditional) surrender were circulated among the officers on Sunday evening 29 July, the Senekal burghers believed to the last that they were going home, and not only the ordinary burghers but Lieutenant Keulemans, who was in charge of one of the guns.
If some of the men thought they were going home, that may be regarded as mere folly. But it is impossible to assume folly in the case of Lieutenant Keulemans, who informed me on the Monday morning that everyone would be allowed to go home. Was this treachery on the part of the Senekal commandant, Van der Merwe? I cannot believe it of him. 61 As one peruses the church council minutes of the period, another impression begins to obtrude itself and that is that larger forces were at play. It is as if, in the Winburg district at any rate, there was an awareness that the problem of collaboration was so vast and so sensitive that it might be best to let sleeping dogs lie. The church dealt with cases with which it was confronted but was clearly reluctant to seek out offenders. order that the matter of her having had a child within a month of her marriage could be addressed. At the same time Bergh would be required to submit his certificate of church membership so that ecclesiastical censure could be imposed on him in this regard. It was reported that Oloff Bergh was 'willing to submit to church discipline and, with regard to his wife's confirmation, to abide by the wishes of the church council', 64 and nothing more was heard of the matter.
The man on the farm
At this stage we may venture an answer to the question posed in the introduction, 'What happened to collaborators in the Winburg district?' In the case of Gerrie van Wyk, his actions were covered up; in the case of Fanie Vilonel, he achieved commercial success and was prominent in civic affairs; in the case of Harry Theunissen, he had a town named after him. These are extreme cases, representing the 'gold' of the Winburg community, but even for ordinary folk, the 'iron', the answer is still: 'Nothing much.'
In countries like the Netherlands where there was a determined settling of accounts with collaborators, the government took the lead against those who had aided the losing side. In the Free State, collaborators had backed the winning side, so the civil authorities were not available as agents of retaliation and redress. In the early post-war years the church was the only authority structure that could take on this role. In some districts, the church played a proactive but benevolent role; in Winburg, as we have seen, there was a reluctance to do so and, if the church did not pursue the matter, there was no other organisation that could. people resorted freely to name calling, but it was different if a member of one's own family was involved; then the issues were no longer so clear cut. 65 The leaders certainly had some harsh things to say and those who were directly affected by someone else's actions were inevitably embittered, but it would seem that those who chose the path of patriotism could also empathise with those who opted for pragmatism. This can be illustrated with reference to the musings of two prisoners of war.
Hermanus Gerhardus Pretorius of Cyferfontein, writing a letter from Diyatalawa P.O.W. camp, Ceylon (Sri Lanka), to his brother Johannes Christiaan
Pretorius in the Winburg concentration camp, adopts an almost apologetic tone:
Dear Jan, I hope and trust that you will not hold it against me that I did not listen to you when you have always been right in the past. It was bitter for me to be here and even more bitter to bid my country and my people farewell, but in the end that is what I had to do. But let us forgive and forget what is past and try to work for progress in the future since you are free and I am only too glad that you have not had to endure a protracted exile in such a sad manner as I have. 66 He did what he had to do, but he goes on to ask his brother to use his privileged position to acquire livestock to secure a better future. As this brother was a wealthy Ficksburg farmer who, in March 1901, became secretary of Winburg's Burgher Peace Committee, 67 he was well placed to make provision for the future.
After the conclusion of peace, August Schulenburg contemplated the prospect of being reunited with his brothers and wrote in his diary:
How will the meeting with my brothers be? Our fate is so very different, they are free while I am a prisoner; they are on the side of the English, I on our side! Yet I know that we have all suffered severely and no one knows which of us chose the right road, so I don't mind how I am received. For my part, I will be happy to meet them again and will love them as much as before … Apart from the actual ties of kinship between the people of a particular localitiy, the quasi-kinship of people who used family terms as a form of address also inhibited retaliatory actions. Local ties were stronger than national ties and, on the ground, the simple fact is that people needed one another. There is a poignant moment in Chris c o m p l a i n a n t s : N . J . V e r m a a k , G . H . E r w e e a n d G . J . v a n G r a a n , w h o w e r e a l s o hendsoppers, J.P. Marais, who had never been on commando, W.H. Maas, a collaborator, and a solitary bittereinder, J.J. van Rensburg. 76 The committee compiled a manifesto, which resonated widely because there was considerable dissatisfaction abroad.
During October and November 1904, meetings were held throughout the colony.
At these meetings, grievances about compensation were interspersed with expressions of dissatisfaction from the bittereinder community relating to the language medium in schools, the South African Constabulary and the delay in implementing responsible government.
The outcome of these moves was a congress held in Brandfort on 1 and 2
December attended by 102 delegates. According to Goold-Adams, they were equally representative of the two factions. 77 Christiaan de Wet and J.B.M. Hertzog attended this congress and the latter was elected chairman -and, in the words of Oswald Pirow, 'from that moment for over thirty-five years dictated the policy of the Free State.' 78 Hertzog allowed the originators of the initiative ample opportunity to expatiate on their disillusionment with the government, because their alienation from the British authorities left them with nowhere to turn but to their compatriots and the ensuing rapprochement would strengthen his hand in the more important matters that were his concern. As Goold-Adams put it:
The result of the Congress has been to confirm my anticipation that, as soon as the actual business of the meeting commenced, the management of the proceedings would be taken out of the hands of the original movers of the Compensation question, and would pass into those of the more important politicians. 
Historical amnesia
The hue and cry against collaborators soon died down and although it surfaced again at the time of the 1914 rebellion, the identity of most of those who, in one way or another, had aided the British was not widely known, giving people the opportunity to re-invent themselves as sturdy patriots and supporters of the emergent National Party. During the post-war period there was a natural reluctance within families and in society at large to discuss collaboration in the interest of healing and reconciliation. the construction of the myth of a united people heroically opposing a powerful enemy, precisely the same process as in post-war France, where the shame of collaboration was concealed and Resistance inflated to serve the Gaullist agenda of building national pride.
This kind of construction is no mere fable; it is functional to society at a particular time;
it is one of the 'myths we live by.'
Collaboration was also avoided in traditional historiography, because it was perceived as discreditable to the Afrikaner and inconsistent with the heroic interpretation of the war that helped to reconcile the nation to defeat and provided a political mythology for building a national future. 80 In the mid-seventies the South African state helped to draw a veil of secrecy over collaboration by extending until 2000 the embargo on archival resources that listed Boers who had fought on the British side.
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In the three decades after the war only nine books were published based on reminiscences of the war; by contrast, the thirties and forties brought a multitude of books, glorifying the leaders and the bittereinders and excoriating the traitors. 82 In 
Concluding perspective
Today, Afrikaner nationalist historiography has run its course and the fiction of its heyday is embarrassingly passé. Both historiography and creative writing have had to grapple with the ambiguities and complexities of the past and are the richer for it. Now, as we reflect dispassionately but empathetically on the agonising existential choices that confronted our forbears, we can begin to perceive that the acknowledgement that they were not a race of Titans but all too fallible human beings has important implications for identity construction and coexistence in a democratic, pluralistic South Africa.
